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The interpretation of the dream omen, referring to Belshazzar and 
his father (No. 39), might be understood as placing Belshazzar of the 
Book of Daniel on the same plane of historicity. "The peculiar identifi- 
cation" of the two characters, however, in the omen is not without paral- 
lel in Babylonia and in no sense confuses the functions of the two men. 
The omen clearly adds emphasis to the romance character of the Book 
of Daniel. Nos. 46-51 are interpreted as bearing upon the Babylonian 
Sabbath idea, and this explanation seems attractive, but just what the 
bearing is, is clear neither from the text nor from the commentary. It is 
to be hoped that more tablets of this sort with further explanations of 
their contents may be brought to light. 

The plates are beautifully done and the book painstakingly edited, 
very few slips being apparent. The following were noticed: p. 20, 1. 10 
(transliteration), na of ma-na omitted; p. 22, 1. 52, ma for mu; p. 28, 
1. 6, No. 1905 should be No. 1283 (cf. p. 33) ; p. 31, 1. 3, -i-lu for ilu; p. 45, 
1. 1, ki is added; p. 56, 1. 3 (transliteration of No. 40), mei for me twice; 
p. 58, 1. 9, mu for mm, 1. 12, -li-ku for lik-ma; p. 62, 1. 5 (No. 44), E of 
E-zi-da is not in transcription. 

The book as a whole fully comes up to the standard of excellence 
which has come to be associated with Professor Clay's work, and espe- 
cially its careful historical and philological treatment makes it one of 
the most important recent publications in its field. 

Leroy Waterman 
University op Michigan 
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This volume is a detailed study of the first eleven chapters of Genesis 
and is intended to be the first of a series that is to cover the whole Bible. 
The author makes no pretense to originality, but presents in a popular 
and very convincing way the interpretation of the early narratives of 
Genesis as generally held by modern scholars, with particular promi- 
nence given to the views of Gunkel. Chap, i is introductory, whereas 
chaps, ii-xii are given over to a study of the several narratives, grouped 
topically and arranged under the different sources from which they were 
drawn by the biblical editors. Chaps, xiii and xiv give a summary of 
the teachings of Gen., chaps, i-n, in which the difference in point of 
view of the documents is well brought out, as are likewise the permanent 

1 Israel's Account of the Beginnings. By Walter M. Patton. New York: Pilgrim 
Press, 1016. zu+182 pages. 
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teachings of these chapters. Two appendixes and complete indexes 
conclude the book. 

The plan that the author follows in the body of the book is to para- 
phrase or summarize the biblical text and to add at the end of the chap- 
ters notes of a more technical nature that further elucidate the text. 
The book is designed as a work for use in teaching the Old Testament to 
undergraduates. Whether it is altogether suited to this purpose the 
reviewer is somewhat at a loss to say. It is rather sketchy and takes 
too much for granted to be altogether intelligible to undergraduates. 
It is doubtful whether they would find the paraphrases and summaries 
more enlightening than a literal translation of the original such as we 
have in Kent's Historical Bible. The notes, which in many respects 
are the most interesting feature of the book, are relegated to the end of 
the chapters and are printed in exceedingly small type. If these were 
placed at the bottom of the page in more legible type, it would add 
tremendously to the readableness of the book. 

Although the book is a popular presentation of the matter under 
discussion and is not intended to be technical, it ought at least to be in 
line with the latest developments of scholarship. In the notes and else- 
where there are a number of inaccuracies in this respect. Only a few 
of these can be noted here. There is no evidence in any known Baby- 
lonian or Assyrian inscription that "the seventh day was called Sapattu 
[elsewhere correctly spelled iabattu] among the Babylonians" (p. 76 s5 )- 
There is as yet no evidence anywhere that iabattu was applied to any day 
other than the fifteenth. Recent discoveries and other considerations 
show that Assyria had its origin altogether distinct from Babylonia and 
was not a colony of the latter. The Hittites are now known to be an 
Indo-European race. The origin of the Arameans is scarcely to be placed 
so early as " the early part of the second millennium B.C." The Philis- 
tines are of Cretan origin. Bel is an antiquated and incorrect name for 
Enlil, and likewise Ramman for Adad. More care might have been used 
in reading the proof. The pointing of the Hebrew leaves much to be 
desired, and the transliteration of Assyrian words is incorrect in several 
instances. The abbreviations might be improved. Muss-Arnolt's 
dictionary is wrongly named Assyrisch-Englisch-Deutsches-Handworter- 
buch (p. xii). Grammatical slips like "that far" (p. 32) and "this 
much" (p 37), and typographical errors like 79 a.d. for 70 a.d. (p. vi) 
ought not to have been overlooked. 

Theophile James Meek 

James Millikin University 
Decatur, III. 



